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For the Universalist Magazine. 


REV. MESSRS, MERRITT AND PAIGE’S 
CCNTROVERSY. _ 


In the 32d No. of this Volume of the Magazine we 
published Br. Paige’s account of the ‘‘ Religious Con- 
troversy at Springfield,’’ between himself and Rev. 
Mr. Merritt. Some time afterwards, Mr. Merritt came 
out in **Zion’s Herald,” the Methodist Papér-in= this 
city, and in a style peculiar to that warm-tempered 
man, charged Mr. Paige with misrepresentation, as- 
serted that he himself did not agree that only two dis- 
courses should be delivered in one evening; that he did 
not rise and make remarks after the conclusion of Mr. 
Paige’s Reply; that he did not copy Scott’s Letters, 
but only made large draughts from them, &c. &e. 


We now present our readers with Br. Paige’s Reply 
to this effusion of Mr. Merritt. 


TO THE PUBLIC. 


In “Zion’s Herald” of Feb. 27th, is a most 
curious and veracious article, over the signa- 
ture of “T. Merritt.” This Reverend person- 
age is somewhat renowned in the controversial 
line. Witness his combat with Rev. H. Bal- 
lou, some ten years since; and very recently, 
a marvellously spirited attack on a mere youth 
—the writer of these remarks. He is more- 
_ over remarkable for his strict adherence to 

truth,—as the following will plainly evince, 

even if it be not already generally known. To 
begin de novo: let it be understood that a chal- 
lenge was given, and an attack made by him- 
self;—-that he boldly entered the field, with 
borrowed weapons, and gracefully did his de- 
voir for the ‘‘glory of God;”—that he, by an 
“opening wedge,” thought to prostrate his ‘‘op- 
ponent”’ in a trice; but finding his “opponent” 
unwilling to succumb, without at least a trial of 
strength, he was obliged to handle his ‘‘spiritu- 
al weapons”’ for several successive weeks; and 
that, finally, thinking he could the more easily 
defend a favorite point of doctrine when there 
were none present to “molest, or make afraid,” 
he virtually closed the lists upon his ‘oppo- 
nent,” and fought the remainder of the battle 
alone—leaving the field, proud ofa fancied 
victory, with all his “blushing honors” cleav- 
ing closely to him. 

Aftef this, his ‘‘opponent” most imprudently 
published an account of Mr. Merritt’s valorous 
deeds, in the Universalist Magazine; and what 

-rendered this the more intolerably provoking to 
our champion was the fact, that it was an “un- 
varnished tale” of truth. Forthwith he com- 
menced operations in Zion’s Herald, and as 
Coleman says— 


«Pull’d out the vent-peg of his wrath, 

To let the stream of his revenge run clear.’’ 
This brings us to the very edifying article un- 
der examination. I shall not attempt to point 
ont all the beauties of this admirable pruduc- 
tion, but merely speak of a few, which are the 
most striking and instructive. 

He would have you believe that we never 
agreed to confine ourselves to one discourse, 
each in one evening, until “our friends set him 
right’’ on the subject. I confess it is ofien 

* difficult to tell what some men agree to do; 


a happy talent of forgetfulness, The subjoin- 
ed certificate will shew in what light ‘our 
friends’ viewed our previous agreement. He 
also denies that he rose after i closed, to in- 
form the people how far he thought I had done 
wrong, and says he will leave mt to settle the 
matter with the public in the bestiway I can. 
I have long been of opinion, (I have some rea- 
son for it,) that the memory vt & Methodist 
minister is wonderfully short and treacherous, 
when it is for his interest to forget. His deni- 
al convinces me more than ever of this fagt.— 
However, it is no wonder that he forgets things 
of this sort. A man who has that sort of free- 
agency, that he considers himself able to frus- 
trate the purposes of God, surely ought'to 
have power to controul his memory, and forget 
what he pleases. The accompanying certii- 
cate will shew that others have not forgotten 
the Rey. Gentleman’s displays of good na- 
ture, 

It will be recollected that, in my former state- 
ment, I said that Mr. M.’s first lecture was ‘‘in 
avery great degree, a verbatim copy of Mr. 
Scott’s first letter,’ &c. Of the second, I 
said, that it was ‘‘copied from Mr. S.’s 4th let- 
ter as above’’-that is, ‘tina very great degree.” 
Of the third, I said it was a copy of Mr: S.’s 
2d and 3d letters,—intending to be understood 
as in the other cases. This he denies,—con- 
fessing, however, that he made “‘large draughts 
from the letters.” Now although people in 
general might not readily discover any mate- 
rial difference between copying ina ‘‘great de- 
gree,” and making “large draughts,” yet be 
assured, a Methodist clergyman can discover 
the odds. He will ‘“cavil at the ninth part of 
ahair.”” It is presumed, in his next denial, to 
settle the subject beyond doubt, he will aver 
that he never saw Scott’s Letters. 

But when he comes to my statement con- 
cerning his ‘“‘plagiarism,’”’ where I say he ‘‘ac- 
knowledged the fact,” he shews a very com- 
mendable degree of dislike to the name. Says 
he, “Pray, sir, what fact did I acknowledge? 
That I was a ‘plagiarist’? Never.’ -Q, no, 
he merely confessed that he had used the words 
of others (without credit) when he found them 
to his purpose; or as he has since expressed 
it, he had made “large draughts” on Mr. Scott. 
How unreasonable and insolent then, to call 
him a plagiarist! One might as well call a man 
a thief, who was detected in the act of convey- 
ing away another’s property? Call such a 
man a thief, and he might with much propriety 
reply,—I take the property of others, when I 
find it convenient, but I will by no means ac- 
knowledge that lam a thief: and if any one 
has the impudence to give me that name, I 
will call him a liar to his face. For it is one 
thing to take the property of another privately, 
and convert it to my own use, and another, and 
a very different thing to steal. 

Once more and I have done. Speaking of 
my reading Br. Whittemore’s Reply from a 
printed copy, he seems to think J did it from 
necessity, judging from the ‘‘feebleness of some 
of the foregoing, and especially from the one 


they have so many meatal-evasions, and such| immediately preceding this.” Yet in another 


paragraph, he says, this same preceding reply 
of mine, contained more new matter than any of 
the foregoing. How areply, containing more 
new matter than any of the others, should be» 
considered “especially” feeble—more feeble. 
than the others, many people would not pery 
ceive. But it is to be understood, that by Mr. 
M.’s arithmetic all calculations of this sort are 
to be made inthis way, the more new matter, 
the more feeble: by which rule it is presum- 
ed, he came to the important conclusion that 
his lectures, containing very little, if any, ‘“‘new 
matter,” were “especially”’ forcible. This ac- 
counts for his partiality to his Br. Scott, and 
his disposition to poach over the grounds of 
another, rather than to cultivate his own,—in- 
asmuch as by so doing, he would avoid the 
imputation of “feebleness,’? and with much 
more ease and effect, advance the ‘glory of 
God.” ; 

I shall close the present article with copies of the 

following certificates in my hands, 

‘‘Whereas, in Zion’s Herald of Feb. 27, 
1828, Rev. Mr. Merritt has accused the Rev. 
Mr. Paige of falsehood, in the words following: 

“Mr. P. says, ‘This course was afterwards 
pursued, except that Mr. M. would rise after I 
closed, and inform the people how far I had 
done wrong.’ This representation I deny, and 
Mr. Paige is left to settle it with the public in 
the best way he can.” 

‘We certify that we attended several meet- 
ings during the late controversy between Mr. 
Merritt and Mr. Paige; we further certify that 
it was the common practice of Mr. Merritt to 
rise after Mr. Paige closed, and inform the 
people wherein he, (Mr. M.) thought Mr. 
Paige had done wrong. Springfield, March 
10, 1828.’ 

The above certificate is signed by a number 
of respectable and unimpeachable witnesses, 
who do not belong to the Universalist sect, but 
are members of other societies in this town.— 
Their signatures have heen obtained in pre- 
ference of those of others, because, being dis- 
interested witnesses, they cannot be supposed 
to have been influenced by partiality. 

The following is-a certificate obtained from 
‘our friends” alluded to in the foregoing. 

‘ We certify that in deciding that Mr. Mer- 
ritt and Mr. Paige should deliver one discourse 
only, in one evening, during the controversy 
then pending between them, we were govern- 
ed entirely by their previous written corres- 
pondence, then in our hands. E. A. Crary, 
J. Newsory, 


H. Ferre. - 
Springfield, March 10, 1828.’ 
In view of these certificates, you will judge 
how much credit is due to the round assertions 
of the Rev. Mr. Merritt; contradicting my for- 
mer account of the late controversy. 
Lucrts R. Paice. 
Springfield, March 14, 1828. 


scp A LETTER Kon Rev: Howe Biriow 
to Rev. Dr. Beecuer—Just published and for 
Sale at this Office:—Price 2 cents. 
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For the Universalist Magazine. 


TO RELIGIOUS INQUIRERS OF ALL 


DENOMINATIONS. 


Brethren,—Having perused Mr. Balfour’s 
Essays, just published, I feel it my duty to re- 
commend the work as worthy of the careful 
reading ofall who feel an interest in obtaining 
a knowledge of the doctrines which are taught 
in the sacred scriptures. The patient, critical 
and learned investigations, which the author 
has bestowed on the common opinions enter- 
tained in the christian church, seem to give to 
those labors a fair claim to the serious and 

ndid attention of all those by whom these 
Picions have been entertained. 

Should the sentiments which he has disprov- 
ed, and whose origin he has shown to be of no 
higher authority than heathen superstition, be- 
come generally discarded in the religious world, 
and the gospel of Jesus Christ, in its purity 
and simplicity be generally embraced, there 
would be at once an end of all priestcraft, un- 
holy fanaticism, horrid fears of a merciless 
God and the terrors of hell in the future world, 
and in place thereof would spring up that bles- 
sed hope of eternal life, which is an anchor to 
the soul, both sure and steadfast, and which in- 
duces every man who possesses it to purify 
himself as Christ is pure. 

Some extracts from the author’s Introduc- 
tion are here subjoined, from which the reader 
may, in some degree, learn what he has to an- 
ticipate from a perusal of the work. H. B. 


THE EXTRACTS, 


‘It is remarked by Dr. Paley, that ‘‘enthu- 
siasm is wont to expatiate upon the condition 
of the departed, above all other subjects; and 
with a wild particularity. It is moreover a 
topic, which is always listened to with greedi- 
ness. The teacher, therefore, whose principal 
purpose is to draw upon himself attention, is 
sure to be full of it. The Koran of Mahomet 
is half made up of it.” If there be any justice 
in these remarks, enthusiasm abounds in the 
present day. ‘The sermons of many teachers, 
like the Koran of Mahomet, are half made up, 
in expatiating on the condition of the departed 
with a wild particularity. 

‘ Such as have observed the origin and pro- 
gress of modern revivals of religion, must have 
noticed that they are generally. produced, by 
expatiating on the everlasting torments of the 
wicked. ‘This accounts for some sects, and 
certain individuals, drawing upon themselves an 
uncommon share of public attention. In some 
parts of the country, this topic has been expa- 
tiated on to such an extent and with a wildness 
of particularity, that teaches of the same sect 
became alarmed, and assembled in convention 
to prevent a moral desolation being produced 
by it. Messrs. Beman and Finney, with oth- 
ers, have been publicly censured, for their ex- 
travagant wildness and particularity. But why 
censure these men, if the doctrine of endless 
misery be true? They ought rather to be ap- 
plauded for their zeal and fidelity; for if this 
doctrine is true, who can alarm men too much, 
or too soon, about their perilous condition ?— 
The time-serving policy of their brethren, who 
took the alarm, ought rather to be censured, 
for they seem more concerned for the celebrity 
of the sect, than the safety of precious immortal 
aouls. If charity leads to a different construc- 
Aion of their conduct, it must be, that they are 
secretly persuaded in their own minds, there is 
not so much cause for alarm about everlasting 
misery, as the great body of the sect imagine. 


MAGAZINE 


What rather confirms: this construction is, a 
celebrated orthodox teacher, lately found fault 
with his clerical brethren, that they preached a 
great deal too much on this topic. 

‘ But men are prone to runto extremes. If 
some dwell on the condition of the departed 
with a wild particularity, others treat the sub- 
ject of future existence with great indifference. 
Some are disgusted at the wild descriptions 
they hear from the pulpit; some are led away 
with sceptical seasonings; and the great portion 
of men, being involved in the business and 
pleasures of this life, the mass swim along to- 
gether, with ‘oo little concern about the life to 
come. Indeed, some conclude we know noth- 
ing about it, and hence seem to care as little. 
They seem contented to live and die, in total 
uncertainty whether they shall exist after 
death, or what shall be the nature of that ex- 
istence. The wild ranting extravagances of 
Messrs. Beman and Finney, would never be 
heard of, if men showed they were rationally 
and Scripturally interested respecting the life 
to come. It is the excess of indifference per- 
ceived about this, which naturally leads to their 
excess of extravagance. Were we obliged to 
choose one of these excesses, we should pre- 
fer the latter. The wild ranting excesses of 
these men may do some good, but this cold- 
hearted, stupid indifference can do none. If 
there is to be a future life, and the Bible re- 
veals all we can know upon this subject, those 
men act most of the two, like rational beings 
respecting it. Their wild extravagances arise 
from mistaken views of Scripture, but this in- 
difference proceeds from a disbilief of all divine 
revelation. No man who believes that the Bi- 
ble reveals a future life, can be indifferent a- 
bout what it says on the subject. 

‘ The author of the following Essays, fondly 
hopes, that what he has written, is in some 
measure calculated to remedy both these eyils. 
The views advanced in the First Essay, lay 
the axe tothe root of all such wild extravagan- 
ces. If his sentiments, are on examination 
found Scriptural, and were they universally be- 
lieved, it would be easier to get up a crusade, 
than a modern religious excitement. But, if 
he sweeps away in the First Essay, the whole 
ground of the ranting enthusiast, the views ad- 
vanced in the Second, are calculated to excite 
every sober, thinking mind, to the subject of a 
future immortal existence. He trusts, that 
there future life to man, is placed on a solid, 
rational, and the only scriptural foundation.— 
In this he thinks atl Christians will concur. In 
his Third Essay, a number of texts generally 
quoted in favor of future punishment, are con- 
sidered, ‘These texts may be called the cups 
and balls, by which ranting enthusiasts impose 
on the public. They are the constant themes 


jon which such preachers love to dwell, and 


by means of which, a plausible appearance is 
given to their wild harangues.’ 

‘ The subjects discused, all will allow, are of 
no ordinary concern, and all are alike deeply 
interested in them. They are subjects too, of 
which we can know nothing except from divine 
revelation, and the simple question is, what 
does it teach concerning them? 

‘The author is deeply sensible, that his views 
of the intermediate state of the dead, have a 


host of religious prejudices to encounter from all 


sects, Universalists not excepted. But per- 
suaded as he is, that the common opinions on 
this subject are unscriptural; have their origin 


superstition and imposition in the Christian 
church; and above all, divert the miud of man 
from the true hope of future life, revealed in 
the Bible, he trembles not to encounter them. 
If his views are shown to be felse, he will cor- 
rect hisown errors. But, ifthe cry of heresy 
is raised, without refutation of his sentiments, 
he will only say with Paul, “ofthe hope and re- 
surrection of the dead I am called in question.’ 


. 


For the Universalist Magazine. 


TO THE EDITORS OF THE OLIVE BRANCH. 


Brethren,—I hope you will indulge me so far 
as to give some explanation of the following 
note in the 43d No. of the Olive Branch. 


‘‘We are sorry to be obliged to say, that these re- 
marks will apply to one class of Universalists, just as 
well—for they believe that they shall go rightstraight 
to heaven, immediately when they die. It may be 
well for such brethren that they are not very strong in 
the faith; not so strong but that they esteem a bird in 
the hand, present life, worth two in the bush—immor- 
tality!....EDS.”’ 


The subject on which you were animadvert- 
ing, which awakened such sorrow in regard to 
‘one class of Universalists,”? is the Calvinistic 
belief, that when the elect die they ‘‘go right 
straight to heaven.”’ In these animadversions 
you assert, in the strongest terms, which our 
language furnishes, that there is nothing to 
prevent one who believes he shall, (to use your 
terms) “go right strait to heaven when he dies,”’ 
from committing forgery andsuicide. It seems, 
brethren, that you have done what you evident- 
ly intended to do; you have given it as your 
opinion that there is nothing to prevent real 
Calvinists and one class of Universalists from 
committing the above named crimes. 

With your indulgence, and assured of your 
candor, I will proceed to suggest some consid- 
erations which may operate, in the mind of 
such believers as you have pointed out, to pre- 
vent them from committing such crimes. 

Ist. It appears to me that men of this belief’ 
may entertain so strong a desire to appear with 
a fair moral character in the eyes of mankind, 
and that their families should enjoy the bene- 
fits of their reputation, that this consideration 
should operate as a powerful dissuasion from 
the commission of such offences. I have no 
reason to offer why men of such belief should 
not love their family connexions as well as 
those who embrace an opposing sentiment.— 
And it appears. very unreasonable to suppose 
that such love or regard for connexions should 
have no influence on the actions of those who 
are possessed of such regard. 

2d. We may reasonably deem it possible 
that men of this faith may be so circumstanced 
and their families so situated, that the sudden 
death of the husband and father might be no 
small damage to them, in respect to their tem- 
poral concerns; and the supposition, that by 
living longer the father could greatly serve 
their interest, in many ways, besides granting 
them the sweets of, his society, is a most rea- 
sonable one. Are you, brethren, prepared to 
say that such facts and a due consideration of 
them could have no influence dissuasive of 
suicide? 

3d. I see, no reason why men of this faith 
may not love their fellow men as well as those 
do who believe in a different creed. There 
appears nothing in the belief, that as soon as 
we depart out of this mortal state we are im- 
mediately with Christ, that necessarily prevents 
such a believer from loving his fellow-creatures. 


in heathenism; have proved a fertile source of} Now if it be granted, that such .believers can 
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love their fellow men, then it must be granted 
that such love would naturally incline men to 
do good to others, and operate to prevent their 
committing any act of fraud. 

4th. Having duly examined this subject, I 
am satisfied that there is nothing in this belief 
that tends to prevent the believer from loving 
righteousness, as a principle. But ifa man, in 
heart, is a lover of the moral principle of righ- 
teousness, are you certain that this love would 
not operate to prevent his committing the crime 
of forgery to wrong his neighbor out of his pro- 
perty, and orphans out of their patrimonies?— 
Brethren, I believe you are men of sense and 
men of principle. Say then, if you really did 
believe, that in less than one week, you should 
all “go right strait to heaven,” would you com- 
mit forgery; if you could by it obtain more 
gold than you could weigh and count in this 
time? 

5th. To my apprehension you have not only 
been guilty of stating a very great absurdity, 
but you have furnished a very good and efii- 
cient cause why a man of this belief should not 
commit even any sin. What is this belief? It 
is this; when I die I shall immediately go to 
heaven. Well, what is heaven? It is ‘‘not 
meat and drink; but righteousness, peace and 
joy in the Holy Ghost.” Now if a man em- 
braces righteousness as the ultimatum of his 
belief, as the heaven to which he is bound as soon 
as he dies, as the immortality which he hopes to 
inherit, is it not absurd to say, that this assu- 
rance of a state of holiness will not prevent 
present acts of vice? No man can love heaven, 
or desire to be in it any farther than he loves 
righteousness. ‘Therefore to insinuate that a 
belief that we shall soon be in a.state of righ- 
teousness, tends to the commission of crimes, 
is what we see no reason to justify. 

~ You will further indulge me, brethren, in 
asking you to show the moral difference be- 
- tween the belief of the ‘‘one class of Universal- 
ists,” of which you speak, and the belief which 
,you yourselves profess? They, according to 
your statement, believe in immediate holiness 
and happiness after this mortal life ends. You, 
if L understand rightly, beleve that when men 
die they discontinue every sentient faculty, 
and silently, and in a senseless state, sleep un- 
til the resurrection; and at the resurrection you 
believe that all will be made immortal, holy 
and happy. Now if you can see any moral 
difference in the two beliefs, or point out any 
difference in their moral influence, or show any 
considerable dissimilarity between the hope 
which accompanies this proscribed belief and 
that of which an apostle speaks, where he says, 
“Every man that hath this hope in him purifi- 
eth himself, even as he is pure,” you will assist 
my understanding. 

In your concluding remarks, respecting the 
particular cases on which you wrote, you as- 
sure your readers that the occasion was pain- 
ful, but you justify yourselves on the ground 
that the orthodox are continually harping on 
the dangerous tendency of Universalism. It is 
very true, the opposers of Universalism have 
made use of this sort of reasoning against Uni- 
versalism for a long time. ‘They have con- 
tended that the doctrine is demoralizing, and 
that there is nothing to prevent the believers 
of it from the commission of all sorts of crimes, 
especially that of suicide. But this argument 
has been so often refuted that its currency has 
really become reduced. But, brethren, it ap- 
pears to me that you have endorsed it! As 
worthless as the bill is your names are on its 
back! 


7 


Brethren, if it gave you as much pain to en- 
dorse this bill as it does me to see your names 
to it, I certainly pity you. 

We have often had occasion to notice de- 
plorable instances of despair of the mercy of 
God, which have issued in suicide, which 
were evidently occasioned by a belief in the 
Calvinistic creed; but the supposition, that-a 
belief in the goodness of God will lead men to 
sin never entered our hearts, since we have 
enjoyed any realizing sense of such good- 
ness. 

To conclude: Brethren, if I did not believe 
that you were my real friends, I should not 
have called on you in this way. But being 
confident of your brotherly feelings towards me 
I have ventured to invite some explanation of 


the note to which I havehere refered. I re- 
main your fellow laborer in the cause of 
truth. H. B. 


For the Universalist Magazine. 


Kenricx’s Exposition; 
Now re-publishing by Monroe & Francis, Boston. . 


Kenrick’s Exposition—We are happy to be 
informed by a letter received a few days since 
from Messrs. Monroe & Francis, that they shall 
not, in their edition of Kenrick’s Exposition, 
make any alteration. We certainly understood 
them in the Register, as ‘‘consenting”’ to make 
the alterations suggested by 8. G. but it gives 
us pleasure to be assured that we did not un- 
derstand them correctly. 

By the extract from the London edition of 
Kenrick’s Exposition which Messrs. M. & F. 
have transcribed and sent us, it would appear 
that the Expositor thinks the doctrine of anni- 
hilation may prove true, though he does not as- 
sert his full beliefinit. This does not to us seem 
to agree with what “‘S. G.” anda*‘Protestant”’ 
considered to be his sentiments, They seem- 
ed to intimate that he believed in the final ho- 
liness and happiness of all men, and, as we 
thought, suggested the expediency of omitting 
those parts which contain the ayowal of his 
sentiments on this subject.-Chr. Intelligencer. 


We would subjoin to the above, that having read 
Kenrick’s Exposition, if we rightly recollect, he was a 
believer in the final restoration of all mankind. . The 
editor, we think, in the Preface, or Introduction, in- 
forms the reader, that the Author (Mr. Kenrick) al- 
| tered his opinion in the latter part of his life, renounc- 
ing the doctrine of annihilation and embracing that of 
Universal Salvation. On account of this, the Editor, 
we think, alters some parts of the work which favored 
the doctrine of annihilation, believing that the author 
would so have done, had he lived to publish it. Mr. 
Kenrick departed this life very suddenly, falling dead 
while walking in a field. 

We insert his .expositiva of the following passage.— 
Luke x. 12, ‘But I say unto you, That it shall be more 
tolerable in that day for Sodom, than for that city.’’ 

“The day here referred to is the season of temporal 
punishment, and not, as is generally supposed, final re- 
tributiov; and Christ declares, that the calamities 
which should fall upon the towns and cities of Judea, 


atthe destruction of Jerusalem, would be more terrible 
than those which befel Sodom.’’ 


Value of Time.—An industrious man who had 
been rabbed of some of his most valuable mo- 
ments, by the interruption of his most fasionable 
visitors, who often broke in upon him for the 
purpose of informing him how extremely cold 
the weather was without, had a Jabel hung on 
his door, with this inscription:-—‘“Time is my es- 
tate. IfI lose an hour, I shall incur a debt 
| which I can never pay.” 


For the Universalist Magazine, 


A LETTER 


To Mrs. AMA NEewELL, of Union, Con. on the 
Death of her Son. 


Mavam,—The affliction with which you have 
been recently visited is of that kind which is 
calculated to prey on the natural affections of 
the heart, to bring a gloom over the disconso- 
late mother, and to produce even murmurings 
against that providence which appoints our 
earthly hopes to disappointment, and our tem- 
poral joys to the blasts of sorrow. In this con- 
dition it is needful that a source of consolation 
should be sought, that some healing balm 
should be applied, and that some celestial drops 
of comfort should be mingled in the cup of sor- 
row, that the mourner be sustained under af- 
fliction, and all murmurings repressed. 

Let me, madam, invite your attention to 
Him, in whose hand is that rod by which you 
are afflicted Is it the pleaswre of the Almigh- 
ty to afflict his creatures? Are the sorrows of 
all the mourners of the earth delightsome to 
our heavenly Father? Hear what he says by 
his prophet; ‘For the Lord will not cast off 
forever: but though he cause grief, yet will he 
have compassion according to the multitude of 
his mercies. For he doth not afflict willingly 
nor grieve the children of men.”? Will you 
ask, why then does he afflict us? see the an- 
swer by an apostle: ‘Whom the Lord loveth he’. 
chasteneth. We have had fathers of our flesh, | 
which corrected us, and we gave them rever- 
ence: shall we not much rather be in subjec- 
tion unto the Father of spirits and live? For 
they verily for a few days chastened us after 
their own pleasure; but he for our profit, that 
we might be partakers of his holiness.” Did 
not the Saviour admonish the people, with ar- 
guments drawn from parental love, against 
doubting the goodness of our heavenly Father? 
“if ye being evil know how to give good gifts 
to your children, how much more shall your 
Father which is in heaven give good things to 
them that ask him?” 

Here, madam, Jesus certifies us that our 
heavenly Father is better to us, than we are 
to our children. If this be true there can be 
no more severity in his chastisements than his 
love and «visdom dictate and govern for our 
benefit. 

But what is the occasion of your grief? You 
have often seen your beloved son repose in 
sleep. Was he ever more lovely in your eyes 
than when thus at rest? Well, he never slept 
more quietly than he now does, where sickness 
and pain can never disturb, where the wicked 
cease from troubling, and where the weary are 
at rest. 

Have you never felt a concern for fear your 
dear son might possibly be drawn from the path 
of virtue, by the arts and allurements of vice? 
He is now out of danger. But you will say, 
he is bid from my sight and I shall see him no 
more, no more enjoy his company. But reflect, 
dear madam, ask yourself the question, how 
long will it be before you meet again? See I 
Thes. iv. 13, 14, “But I would not have you 
to be ignorant, brethren, concerning them that 
are asleep, that ye sorrow not, even as others 
which have no hope. For if we believe that 
Jesus died, and rose again, even so them also 
which sleep in Jesus will God bring with him.” 
Now turn your thoughts to the expiring Saviour 
and hear him say; ‘‘Father,into thy hands £ 
commend my spirit.” To the same care, mad~ 
am, you are invited to trust your beloved son, 
and in the saine hope which sustained the bles- 


sed Jesus in death; and to take hold on the di- 
vine assurance, that ‘‘as in Adam all die, even 
so in Christ shall all be made alive,” And 
may God, in his tender mercy, sanctify all your 
afflictions for your good, and grant you and 
your husband everlasting consolation, and good 
hope through grace. 
There’s pity in a Saviour’s breast, 
Compassion’s in his eye; 
To him, dear madam, fly for rest; 
He marks the mourner’s sigh. 
The sorrows of a broken heart 
He never will protest; 
But consolation’s balm impart, 
And give affliction rest. 
O fly to him, he’s ever near; 
Thy grief he makes his own; 
With full assurance then draw near, 
And bow before his throne. 
In him you’ll find a calm retreat, 
And ey’ry blessing share, 
While humbly bending at his feet, 
Another Mary there. 


I am, dear Madam, 
Affectionately your’s. 
Hosea Battov. 


For the Universalist Magazine. 


“If a man die, shall he live again®”—Jopx xiv. 14, 


Inspiring truth, thy light convey, 

And drive this cloud and mist away; 
I roam in darkness here. 

The doubtful question solve; that I 

May know if soul and body die, 
When ends life’s short career. 


If this be true, is man ought more 
Than what he was ages before 
Kind nature gave him birth? 
Or is he more than weeds and flow’rs, 
Warm’d by the sun and nurs’d with show’rs, 
When turn’d again to earth? 


Than angels, man a little lower 
Was made; and yet we read he bore 
The image of his God. : 
In what consists this image bright, 
Ifnought remains when death’s dark night 
Rolls on his mighty flood? 


Are beasts that in our pastures feed, 

And for our food are doom’d to bleed, 
As near to angels, say, 

As man, whom God his offspring ca]'s, 

On whom his gentlest favor falls ? 
Shall he like worms decay ? 


O man, to thee it ne’er was given 

To scan the hidden things of heaven. 
Herein thy wisdom lies: 

That promise, which thy God hath made, 

Insures thee life beyond death’s shade: 
Believe him and be wise. 


Thy vast concerns are in his power, 
Who watches o’er thee ev’ry hour ; 
In life and death the same. 
Then trust in God, and fear no harm ; 
Thy safety is th’ almighty arm; 
Thy refuge is his name. 


ESCAPE OF WASHINGTON. 
(Concluded from page 160.) 


At one o’clock on the following day, the Gen- 
eral mounted his horse, and proceeded alone up 
on a by-road which conducted him to the hospit- 
able mansion. It was about half an hour before 
the time, and the bustling host received him with 
open arms; in addition to the greetings of the 
delighted family. “How punctually, kind Sir!” 
exclaimed the warm-hearted friend; ‘Punctuali- 
ty,” replied Washington, ‘‘is an angel virtue, em- 
bracing minor as well as important concerns. He 
that is not punctual with a friend, that friend may 


azza, previous to the dinner. 
rough country several miles in extent ; fields of 
grain sweeping beneath the sides of black hills 
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‘doubt his integrity.” The host started ; but re- 
covering himself, he added—‘Then yours ts a) 
proof that we enjoy your fullest confidence.”'-— 


Washington proposed a promenade upon the pi- 
It overlooked a 


producing nothing but recks and grass :—-shallow 
ruvlets of waters flowing along the hollows of the 
nneven waste—then hidden by woodlands inter- 
cepting a prospect of the country beyond—spot- 
ted now and then with several glimpses of the 
Hudson, stealing through the sloping grouads 
below, and conquered on both sides by the dim, 


As he said this, the captain of the troop 
was seen dismounting from his horse, and his ex- 
ample was followed by the rest of the party.— 
“General!” returned the other, walking to him 
very familiarly, and tapping him on his shoulder, 
“General, vou are my prisoner!? ‘I believe 
not,” said Washington, looking calmly at the 
men who were approachiag the steps; ‘* but 
friend.” exclaimed he, slapping bim in return 
on the arm, “i Know that youare mine! Here, 
officer, carry this treacherous hypocrite to the 
camp, and [ will make him an example to the 
enemies of America.” 

The British Geueral had secretly offered an 


purple highlands frowning sometimes into hoary| immense sum to this man to make an appoint- 


battlements, and tapering again into gentle val- 
leys, hardly illuminated by the san. ‘This is fine 
bold scenery {”’ exclaimed Gen. Washington, ap- 
parently absorb’d in the beauty of the prospect. 
“Yes Sir,” replied his friend, looking wishfally 
arround, as if expecting some one’s approach ; 
but, catching the piercing glance of Washington_ 
his eves were turned with confusion to the floor, 


“] must rally you, my friend” observed the 
General: Po you not perceive yonder point that 
boldly riscs from the waters, and suddenly is lost 
behind the hill which obstinately checks the 
view ?” **[ do,’ returned the absent listener en- 
gaged in something else than the subject of en- 
quiry. ‘There,’ continued the hero, “ my en- 
emy lies encamped ; and were it not for a slight 
mist | could almost fancy that I perceive that I 
see his cavalry moving; but hark! that cannon! 
Do you not think that it proceeds from the head- 
quarters of the enemy ?” 

While pointing out to his friend the profile of 
the country, the face of the latter was otien turn- 
ed the opposite way, seemingly engrossed in 
another object immediately behind the bouse.— 
He was not mistaken: it was a troop seemingly 
o! British horse, that were descending a distant 
hill, winding through a labyrinth of numerous 
projections and trees, until they were seen gal- 
lopping through the plain below—and then again 
they were hidden by a field of forest that swell- 
ed along the bosom of the landscape. ‘* Would 
it not be strange,” observed the General, appar- 
ently unconscions of the movement behind him, 
“that after all my toils, America should for- 
feit her liberty?’ ‘* Heaven forbid,” said his 
friend, becoming less reserved, and entering more 
warmly into the feelings of the other. “ But,” 
resumed Washington, “Ihave heard of treach- 
ery in one’s own camp; and, doubtless, you 
know that it is possible ‘‘ to be wounded in the 
house of one’s own friend,” ‘Sir,’ demanded 
the down-cast host, unable to meet the search- 
ing glance of the noble Washington; “ who can 
possibly intend so daring a crime?” ‘1 only 
meant,” replied the Geueral, ‘that treachery 
was the most hideous of crimes; for Judas-like 
it will sell its Lord for money!” ‘* Very true, 
dear sir,” responded the anxious host as he gaz- 
ed on a troop of British horse, winding round the 
hil and riding with post haste towards the hospi- 
table mansion. ‘ls it two o’clock yet?” de- 
manded Washington, ‘‘for I have an engagement 
this afternoon at the army, and I regret that my 
visit must, therefore, be shorter than intended.” 
“It lacks a full quarter !”’ said his friend, seeming- 
ly doubtful of bis watch, from the arrival of the 
horsemen. ‘But bless me sir! what cavalry 
are those, that are so rapidly approaching the 
house 7’? ‘Oh they may possibly be a party of 
British light horse,’ returned Washington, ‘which 
mean no harm, and if { mistake not, they have 
been sent bither for the perpose of protecting 
me.” 


ment with the hero at two o’clock, at which time 
he was to send a troop of horse to seenre him in 
their possession. Suspeeting his intentions, 
Washington bad direeted his own troop to habit 
themselves as English cavalry, and arrive balf 
an hour precisely before the time he was expect- 
ed. 

They pursued their way to the camp, triumph- 
ing in the sagacity of their commander, who had 
so astonishingly defeated the machinations ofthe 
British General. But the humanity of Washing- 
ton prevailed over his sense of justice. Over- 
come by the tears and prayers of the family he 
pardoned his treacherous friend, on condition of 
his leaving the country forever; whicb he ac- 
cordingly did; and his name was ever after sunk 
in oblivion, 


REMOVAL OF MR, COBB, 


We have the pleasure to inform our readers, 
that the Rev. Sytvanus Coss of Waterville, 
Me. has received and accepted a call from the 
First Parish in Malden, (Mass.) to become its 
Pastor. There have for several years been 
christians of various denominations belonging 
to this Parish; and on the resignation of the 
Pastoral office by the Rev. Mr. Green, sever- 
al divisions, and a quite spirited excitement 
arose among them. Candidates of different 
denominations were heard. At length, as the 
Universalists were more numerous than all, 
Mr. Cobb was invited, by whose prudence we 
are induced to entertain, very favorable antici- 
pations. 


From the (Providence, R. I.) Christian Telescope. 


NEW SOCIETY. 


Rochester, (Mass.) March 1, 1828. 
This day, at 2 o’clock, P. M. the Universal- 
ists of Rochester met at the house of E. Rug- 
gles, Esq. The meeting being opened by E. 
R. they proceeded to organize themselves, by 
voting themselves into a body corporate, and 
choosing the following officers for the ensuing 
ear. 
: 1st. Chose Jesse Mather, Moderator. 
2d. Voted themselves into a body corporate. 
3d. Chose Newton Southworth, Clerk. 
4th. Chose Noble E. Bates, Treasurer. 
5th. Chose 8. M. Mendell, Jesse Martin 
and John Clark, 2d. Committee. 
6th. Voted that the Committee prepare and 
forward a petition at the next sitting of the Le-_ 
gislature of Massachusetts for an act of incor- 


poration, to be known as the First Universalist 


Society, in Rochester, Mass. 
Newton Sournworrn, Clerk. 
{ Ministering Brethren when passing this way are 
requested to call. 
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